Interview Summary 



Application No. 
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Examiner 

Shefali D Patel 



Applicant(s) 

MURAKAMI ET AL 



Art Unit 
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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

( 1 ) Shefali D Patel (Examiner) . (3) Mr. Brian L Klock (Attorney) . 

(2) Daniel Mariam (Primary Examiner) . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 07 January 2004 . 

Type: a)D Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)S Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)[§3 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)S No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1.8.9 and 24 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Maniunath. et al. and Naka et ai . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)[3 was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirement? 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
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requirements for which inter^iew'recordation ta -tn^ directe D d s <" e 'y to ^notion 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- Th. «M of th« ox.n.ln.1 who conducted In. ini«»i«, (« Fc™ Is not an «l*hm«,t lo ■ cloned Office action) 
.^Idbeni^not^ 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) lT m i^T^XZZ^±T ° f 3 SUbStamiVe *»— • *~ are a.ready described on the 

5) 3 brle ^ den « fic ^ on f of the . g^eral thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and persuas,ve to me exa ™ne') 
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— ^ K^SETUrS^ IMherecordisnotcompieteand 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statementaSut'S MrnthT If Kcor ^TcompletHnd' K ^ ^ 3 If* Seffin9 forth the v«*n of the 

paper recording the substance oi 'the in*^ " lace lhe indicati -. "'^iew Record OK- on the 



2 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 09/676,949 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Mr. Klock summarized the main invention related to the proposed 
amended independent claim 1. The lack of motivation was discussed as well as the invention of the references of 
Manjunath, et al. and Naka, et al. Mr. Klock also showed where in the specification the judging means was discussed. 
Examiner agreed to withdraw the rejection made under 35 U.S.C. 103 in the first Office Action. The examiner 
suggested that applicants file an official response related to the proposed amendment. The examiner will withdraw the 
previously made rejection and conduct a further search upon receiving an official response.. 



